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impression. He asked me how it was that the
opinion seemed to prevail that there was hostility
between himself and the Embassy. I told him
that as far as I knew no one in the Embassy was
responsible for this impression which certainly
prevailed in the Press. The cause of it was no
doubt the attacks made in his papers on several
occasions against the Embassy. Before the War
he had made in the Times an anonymous and
libellous attack on myself which, being an official,
I was unable to resent in the manner which my
solicitors had informed me was open to me if I
desired. During the War his paper in conjunction
with the Tribune, had attacked the Embassy for
not having imitated Count Bernstorff 's policy as
regards the Press. This also we had not resented
and had made no reply, but of course the impression
prevailed that his attitude towards the Embassy
was as hostile now as it had been before. I said
that under present circumstances it would be
childish and wicked to allow personal antagonisms
to prevail over the public advantage. He entirely
agreed and our relations have been very pleasant
and friendly.53

Because of the attack Northcliffe had already made
on the Ambassador, the latter expected antagonism
from Northcliffe. For the same reason NorthclifFe
was on the look-out for hostility on the part of Spring-
Rice. Anticipated antagonisms do not make for
cordiality. That explains the misunderstanding.

I have given these quotations because the incidents
they describe are typical of the acute criticism which
Lord Northcliffe's appointment called forth, and of
the susceptibilities with which he had to contend.